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EDITORIAL NOTES. 


We have much pleasure in again publishing an 
early Report of the Quarterly Meeting of Council. 
Space compels us to divide it and the other half 
will appear next week, when our readers will be 
able to form an opinion of the work done by the 
Council on the subject of Hereditary Diseases. 
The portion of the proceedings we print this week 
does not contain much of very general interest. 
First we notice the resignation of Mr. Clement 
Stephenson of his position as a Vice-president to 
which he was only elected last May. Next we 
come to a matter which seems to require some ex- 
planation. It is contained in the paragraph. “A 
letter was announced from Mr. Steel asking that 
the Bombay Veterinary College might be recognized 
by the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons.” 
From the remarks of the members we gather that 
the subject has been before them for two years, but 
that no one knows anything about it-—-not even who 
were the members of the Committee appointed to 
enquire into it. This is unfair to Mr. Steel and to 
the Bombay College, which is confessed to have 
supplied all the necessary papers and data for the 
determination of the matter. Surely there must 
be some mistake in the suggestion that the com- 
mittee consisted entirely, or nearly so, of the Prin- 
cipals of rival English Schools. Professor Walley 
was right to object to this as invidious. Mention 
was also made of the American and Canadian 
Schools which it seems had also made application. 
Mr. Steel’s Coilege will have to suffer further un- 
necessary delay if the transatlantic institutions 
have to be written to. This dilatory if not neglect- 
ful procedure reflects very little credit upon the 
business capacity of the Council—a capacity we 
always heard was their specially strong point. 


Another subject discussed was—the use of the 
College rooms by Societies or Associations, of mem- 
bers of the Profession. The National Veterinary As- 
sociation, the Royal Counties’, The Central, and The 
Southern Counties are bodies which frequently meet 
in London and generally at hotels. Very evident 
arguments suggest themselves in favour of per- 
mission being given to such meetings, but a charge 
of two guineas is simply prohibitory. We hardly 
think more distant associations would object to tlie 
College rooms being used as proposed at a smaller 
charge. The College is not now poor, and the ar- 
gument about the wear and tear being immense is 
only worthy of the smallest Vestry. 


The only other other matter of interest in our 
present portion of the Report was a notice given 
by Professor Brown to alter the regulation No. 7 
which refers to the final examination and requires 
a student who has passed his oral but failed in 
his practical to spend a month at College before 
presenting himself again. This does seem a curious 
rule as no further examination is required of the 


candidate on subjects taught in classes. The fear 
that, without this rule, the College might say to 
the man, “ We have done with you” is not very 
alarming—practically they have under the present 
arrangements. This is not the only alteration re- 
quired in the Rules for Examinations. Very much 
more serious ones will have to be faced soon or we 
shall retrograde. 


We desire to draw attention to two articles, sent 
us by practitioners, on the subject of the Council 
and the approaching elections. We do not propose 
to discuss them now, but they offer food for re- 
flection, and it is to be hoped will induce otlier 
members to contribute their ideas on one of the 
most practical and important subjects the pro- 
fession can consider. When the whole Council only 
contains 30 members, it is startling to find 14 
of them either teachers or examiners, and it cer- 
tainly suggests a very disproportionate representa- 
tion. It is necessary that we should make up our 
minds on all professional matters of importance, 
and insist that no one shall be elected unless he 
clearly sets forth his views and opinions. Our 
pages are always open for the free ventilation of 
matters interesting to the whole body, and if we 
find it practicable to issue a special number early 
in April, devoted to the Election, we shall be glad 
of the support and assistance of every candidate 
nominated. 


The irrepressible subject of Roaring and its sur- 
gical treatment, has again arisen in a more than 
usually lively manner. We are getting a little tired 
of it; but as Dr. Fleming has, in the last issue of 
his Journal, written under the title of “ In Vindi- 
cation ” a somewhat warm attack on those gentlemen 
who have not accepted all his claims and statements, 
we have regretfully to publish some replies. Against 
us there is no accusation, and therefore no necessity 
for any defence. The original operation, which we 
understood to consist of excision of left vocal cord 
with the vocal process of arytenoid, we certainly 
did express a doubt about. We failed to under- 
stand, either upon physiological or pathological 
grounds, how it could be successful. We knew it 
had been tried, and failed. We could not believe 
that any improvement would result from merely 
altering the method of reaching the interior of the 
larynx. Dr. Fleming has now abandoned this 
operation, and it would he unkind to say more about 
it. What success he has had, or may have, from 
his more recent procedare, we know not. We 
sincerely hope he may meet the fit reward of all his 
efforts. The profession would be glad if one of its 
members scored a real surgical victory, and would 
heartily forgive the principal Veterinary Surgeon 
any little errors he fell into at first by allowing his 
enthusiasm to upset his judgement. We think, 
however, we express the general feeling, when wo 
say that his pen will obliterate the potential good 
of his scalpel if he writes much more “ if vindi- 
cation. 
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ARTICLES AND CASES. 


PECULIAR CASES OF LAMENESS, 
By Harotp Leenry, M.R.C.V.S. 


Professor Smith’s account in The Record of Jan. 
12th induces me to make a brief mention of four 
such cases that have occurred in my own practice. 

No. One, was a roan cob five years’ old, which had 
been treated by several eminent men on the 
“expectant” plan—that is to say—one guessed 
he was lame in one place, and another in another, 
and blistered, and ,rested, but all to no purpose; 
the time occupied being thirteen or fourteen months 
but no improvement being manifest the owner 
sold him in disgust to me for twenty-two guineas, 
IT had not been in practice many months, and had 
the credit of working a miracle because I put him 
in my dog cart and drove him daily wherever I had 
occasion to go, and without regard to his ability 
to perform a journey. He was never lame after the 
first week, and I never did anything whatever to 
him—not so much as a cold bandage after the first 
week, and that only to hoodwink a very cunning 
farrier who was watching the “cure.” I sold him 
shortly afterwards for forty guineas, and he gave 
satisfaction for many years. He had no exostoses, 
no heat, or tenderness, or pointing, or any symp- 
toms whatever, only he was lame—where ? 

No. Two, was a carriage horse six years old, for 
which a dealer had given £60 at Horncastle fair, 
and proved lame a week or two afterwards. This 
horse, like the last, “suffered many things of many 
physicians and was nothing better, but rather grew 
worse ;” he was then offered to me and I bought 
him for £30, lame. I had at the time a barouche 
doing nothing and put him into that to get his 
living on the cab rank at Brighton. He favoured 
the limb a little at first, but the lameness so com- 
pletely disappeared that I sold him for a figure 
I will not name, lest I should seem to boast of my 
very unprofessional conduct in dealing at all: 
suflice it to say, that he realised more than double 
his cost—what was the matter with him ?—I never 
knew; but one thing I know, that whereas he was 
lame, he now is sound—for he has been in the 
“ee ownership ever since (9 years) and never ailed 
a day. 

No. Three, was a vanner, with the same total ab- 
sence of all apparent cause for his lameness, but 
he was lame and had been so for a very long period, 
had been rested and was at grass when I saw him. 
In this instance I performed neurotomy, as I’ve 
done in scores of lame cases, without being at all 
certain of the exact nature of the lameness, and 
this is the only one that did not prove to be lame 
in the foot—or below the divisions of the nerve 
perhaps I had better say. He was just as lame, 
and the owner had him killed and sent me the 
whole leg—careful dissection showed nothing what- 
ever. Where was he lame ? 

No. Four, a half-bred mare, had been lame from 
four years to seven years old, and I among other 


practitioners had been consulted; some of the 
others had blistered large surfates with a view to 
enclosing the seat of lameness—“ expectant” treat- 
ment. I could not suggest anything, and told the 
owner I really didn’t know anything about it; he 
thanked me for my candour, and was pleased to hear 
no more blistering was to be done. 

A year afterwards I had business with him, and 
happening to look at the mare while waiting for 
my client, I decided if she were mine I would 
perform neurotomy, and did; because Mr. W. 
sold her to me for £5 provided I would give him 
the first offer if my experiments proved successful. 
He bought her three months afterwards for £32 10s. 
and has had her eight years since, going sound, 
and bred several foals, though she had proved 
barren to several sires before the operation. 

I don’t know the cause of her lameness, I only 
know that neurotomy removed it, and however 
unscientific it may be to operate without a diagnosis, 
“the proof of the pudding is in the eating,” and this 
mare is alive to testify. 

There is little doubt in my mind that others 
have had the credit of curing lameness, as well as 
illnesses they have never diagnosed at all; and we 
might with advantage to our amour propre sometimes 
reflect on this when we smart under the ingratitude 
of our clients, and complain that they do not form 
the high estimate of our skill which we think we 
deserve ? 


OUR COUNCIL, SCHOOLS, AND EXAMINERS. 
By a Pracrirroner. 


It may possibly assist the consideration of last 
week’s Editorial note if I offer a little history of 
the Council, and draw attention to its present con- 
stitution—especially to its relation to the Schools 
and Examining Board. 

From the time the original Charter was obtained 
in 1844 till 1874, a period of 30 years, the London 
Veterinary College ruled the Council and the Pro- 
fession. The reason of this was the apathy of the 
profession ; nobody seemed to care to attend the 
annual meeting and register his vote. The result 
was that members of Council were mostly nominated 
on the spur of the moment by the representatives 
of the London College, and elected by the few 
members present at the annual meeting. 

It was not until the London School obtained 
their Charter that the Council and the profession 
woke up. In trying to increase the power and in- 
fluence of the College by obtaining an independent 
Charter, it was first shown to the profession what 
power that Institution possessed and the extent to 
which it had been exercised. In 1875 a re-action 
set in, and for a time the military element seemed 
to exercise the greatest influence. It was during 
this period that the Supplemental Charter of 1876 
was obtained, the Fellowship Degree established, 
and the change in the manner of voting introduced. 


| Candidates for election on the Council had now to 
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be nominated in writing to the Secretary, a list of 
the candidates prepared, and a voting paper set 
to every member of the profession. The re-arrange- 
ment of the Examinations was made about this time 
and the period of study extended. The examina- 
tion was split up into three, and students were thus 
enabled to devote their whole attention to one or 
two special branches of study at a time. Much 
might be said on both sides as to whether this was 
a benefit to the profession or not. It was expected 
that under this new system the students would be 
able to devote more time to the study of such sub- 
jects as Botany, Chemistry, &c. What have been 
the results? Are our students and young members 
of the profession more scientific than before? Are 
they even better informed? By this change a 
student had onlythree subjects to trouble himself about 
during his first year of study, viz., Botany, Materia 
Medica, and Chemistry. After having passed his 
first examination a paltry period of six months’ 
study of Anatomy and Physiology rendered him 
eligible for his second examination, but it might 
have been evident to anyone that such important 
subjects as these could not be mastered by even 
the most intelligent and hard-working student in 
that short time. 

The existence of four schools, three of them in 
Scotland, all rivals and all represented on the 
Council, seemed for some time to lead to a balance 
of power, at any rate things for a time remained 
quiet. The first appearance of any attempt at 
combination was the agitation carried on for a time 
to obtain a separate Charter for Scotland. The 
power of the combined action of the Schools was 
first exercised and felt when they opposed—and 
that successfully too, the Apprenticeship clause. 
As the time was drawing near for the election of 
a new Examining Board, the cry raised by the 


_ Schools in Scotland was to have none but Veterinary 


Surgeons on the Board. The result was that for 
Scotland the Council elected a Board composed of 
Veterinary Surgeons only, and the Board for 
England had only two members on it who did not 
belong to the profession. 

The same Examiners acted on both Boards for 
the final examination, and conducted both the 
practical and oral part of it. 

It was stated that with the new Board the per- 
centage of rejections at the final was increased ; 
and the schools in Scotland wished to separate the 
oral from the practical part of the final examina- 
tion, put the oral first, and if a student passed that 
and then failed in his practical, he should only be 
called upon to come up and pass his practical; 
having meanwhile passed his time either at College 
or with members of the College. 

So great was the influence of the Scotch schools 
on the Council that four new Examiners to conduct 
the practical part of the final examination were 
actually elected, and notice given of the necessary 
alteration in the Bye-Laws. At the next meeting 
of Council the whole thing was declared illegal, 
and that no addition could be made to the Board 
of Examiners until the five years for which they 
were elected expired. Although frustrated for a 


time they did not relax their efforts to attain their 
object, and in July, 1887, when the time was ap- 
proaching for the election of a new Board, a meet- 
ing was held in Edinburgh at which the Principals 
of all the four schools were present, and the question 
discussed as to how the new Board should be con- 
stituted. A re-action had set in and now the cry 
was raised for experts and scientific men as Ex- 
aminers. The Bye-Laws were amended, the 
Regulations relating to Hxaminations revised, and 
from the reports of the Council meetings at which 
this was done, it appeard that whatever the schools 
asked for the Council granted. They asked for a 
re-arrangement of the subjects of examination—it 
was granted. Materia Medica was taken out of 
the first examination and put intvu the final without 
any special examiners, it being now made part of 
the oral at the two tables—Diseases of the Horse 
and Diseases of Cattle, &c.-—-two tables at which 
there was quite enough work in the short twenty 
minutes allowed at each to test a student’s know- 
ledge. Instead of Materia Medica at the first 
examination, Junior Anatomy (Osteology and Syn- 
desmology) has been substituted, and the Botany 
examination limited. This limit to the Botany 
may have been necessary, but to an anatomist it 
must seem strange to have his subject divided in 
this way. 

The Schools asked that two examiners should 
sit at each table; the Council granted this, and 
also that no examiner should sit on more than one 
section of the Board. This was no doubt right. 
Formerly when there was only one examiner at 
each table in the first and second examinations, the 
bad mark which led to the rejection of a student 
may have been given by one individual, but with 
two examiners at each table no student is really 
rejected on the verdict of one man. 

The separation of the oral and practical at the 
final examination was asked for, and that was also 
granted, nay more, if a student now passes his oral 
and fails in his practical he is not called upon to 
come up again and undergo the whole examination ; 
he may, with the exception of one months’ attend- 
ance at College, devote his time till next examina- 
tion to seeing practice with a member of the 
profession. This separation of the oral and 
practical enables students to take matters easy, 
and pay little attention to practical work until 
they have passed their oral—thus rendering the 
final examination easy for inferior men to pass. 
It must also be looked upon as an acknowledge- 
ment on the part of the Schools (or some of them) 
that they have not the means of supplying sufficient 
practical teaching to enable students to pass their 
practical examination, ‘ 

The Examining Board was elected in January, 
1888, and as objections have been raised to 
members of Council being elected examiners, let 
us see how the new Board is constituted. Out of 
20 examiners 16 are veterinary surgeons and 4 are 
scientific experts. Of the 16 veterinary surgeons 
on the new Board, 8 were members of the old one; 
but what is most remarkable is the fact that of 
the 8 new members belonging to the veterinary 
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profession 5 have seats on the Council, thus making 
9 examiners, with seats on the Council, out of 20 
constituting the full Board. 

Why was this? It will be found that the Ez- 
aminers elected were almost without exception 
nominated by the Representatives of the Schools on 
the Council. 

Just a word or two about the present Council. 
The Council consists of 830 members, 24 of whom 
are elected by the profession; and 6 vice-presidents 
elected by the other members of Council. Of the 
30 members of Council 5 are teachers and 9 are 
examiners, or nearly half the Council. Is this 
representative of the Profession; or of the Schools 
and Examining Board? I await an answer and 
ask my fellow practitioners to consider it. 


THE CAUSE OF TETANUS. 
By “ OBSERVER.” 


Having recently had a case of tetanus under 
treatment, my attention has been directed to the 
cause. In my case I failed to trace any method of 
communication which would help to support the 
new theory of specific contagion. So far as clinical 
observation goes, I know no facts which favour that 
view of its origin, and 1 am not sufficiently versed 
in bacteriological investigation to be able to pass 


any judgment upon the results obtained by inocu- 


lation. I suppose it is quite possible to produce a 
disease by inoculation without the virus containing 
any specific organism, to the presence of which we 
must always refer similar morbid changes to those 
produced. I read that some ptomaines give rise, 
when inoculated, to tetanic symptoms, and it is not 
impossible that a ptomaine may be developed in 
tetanised tissues, which though not the cause of the 
existing disease may produce similar symptoms in 
other animals. Is it a fact that inoculation of blood 
from tetanic patients will induce tetanus ? 

My case happened in a horse employed in the re- 
moval of dust and street refuse. 1 remember a 
remarkable paper by Mr. Woodger, in which he 
traced a large number of cases to a dust contractor’s 
yard, and I cannot but think it would be interesting 
if other practitioners would let us know in what 
circumstances they most frequently see tetanus. <A 
correspondence in The Record some time since 
indicated that the disease was particularly prevalent 
in some districts—I think in Cornwall. 

I quite fail to trace in any case I have seen any 
other cases arising from it, although no precautions 
have ever been taken to guard against contagion. I 
never remember to have seen two cases at one time 
in any stable. Wounds of all kinds are common 
enough in horses, but few lead to tetanus, and these 
few are nearly always either in the foot, on the tail 
or eye. It is not usually large or painful wounds 
that are followed by tetanus, The fact that it only 
appears as the wound is healing, may possibly be 
suggestive of a period of incubation if we accept 
the contagious theory ; but. it seems also in accord- 
ance with the theory of nervous irritation. 


There are well authenticated cases of instantane- 
ous recoveries resulting from shock, which seem 
quite opposed to the disease being dependent on a 
blood poison. What most prevents me from be- 
lieving in the new theory is the fact that cases have 
been cured by dividing the nerve above the seat of 
injury which gave rise to the disease. 

All such successful cases have apparently resulted 
when the neurotomy has been performed early, and 
cases are recorded in which, when the symptoms 
have been well established, no good effect has re 
sulted. If we suppose the muscular spasms to be 
due to some poison in the blood, it is difficult to see 
how neurotomy could do good in any case. If we 
suppose nerve irritation to be the cause, nothing 
could be more in accordance with the indication 
suggested than to cut off the communication between 
the injured part and the spinal cord. 

Presuming that the rigidity of muscle is due to 
spinal reflex action, it does not seem too far fetched 
to believe when once the disease is well established, 
the spinal cord becomes so affected as to maintain its 
excited action even when the primary irritation in 
the distant wound is disconnected by division of the 
nerve. 

The subject is one about which more facts might 
usefully be published. Without wishing for a 
moment to discredit the work of experimentalists 
and the labours of scientists in their laboratories, I 
venture to say that details of clinical observation by 
practitioners are always necessary to a full consid- 
eration of all pathological enquiries. 


VINDICATION OR VITUPERATION. 
By R. H. Cuarxe, M.A. M.B. Cantab, M.R.C.S. 


I do not propose to discuss the question which of 
these terms would form the most appropriate head- 
ing to the article in the Veterinary Journal for this 
month, but it may occur to some of your readers 
that whilst, in the latter exercise, the writer has 
displayed much force and freedom; this has served 
to disguise, though not entirely to hide, a certain 
stiffness of movement and awkwardness of gait that 
characterises the pursuit of the avowed purpose of 
the article. Violent language may no doubt keep 
awkward facts out of sight for a time, and serve 
some purpose, and if arguments could be adequately 
met by simply asserting that there was a lie in 
nearly every line of them, much unnecessary trouble 
might be spared. But though this practice will 
doubtless commend itself to many as a concise and 
graceful mode of expressing a difference with a 
professional brother, the application is rather in- 
discriminate, for I notice that a good many lines in 
Mr. Dollar’s letter consist of, more or less contra- 
dictory, statements of Dr. Fleming himself; and 
though it must be admitted, that it is difficult to 
reconcile these striking discrepances with a severe 
regard for veracity, I think Mr. Dollar hardly goes 
so far as to suggest that there is a lie in nearly 
every line. But whilst conceding every allowance 
to individual taste, and liberty of selection, it is 
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clear that there are some literary weapons as base 
in their way as the methods of the garotter appear, 
when compared with honourable warfare. To pub- 
lish without permission, extracts from a carelessly 
written private letter, in order to discredit a man 
whose charges you find it inconvenient to meet, is a 
mode of attack which it is difficult to describe in 
any terms which are adequate and yet polite. 

I do not intend at present to express a final 
opinion one way or the other about the charge which 
Mr. Jones has made, viz. that Dr. Fleming obtained 
credit under false pretences; but I do assert with- 
out hesitation, that it is absurd to pretend that the 
charge is entirely devoid of foundation, and unless 
Dr. Fleming can put a very different complexion on 
the facts, as they appear to those who have followed 
them, Mr. Jones’ conclusion is that to which un- 
prejudiced people will probably come. I should 
not be justified in making this assertion without 
good evidence, and with your permission I will give, 
as briefly!as I can a reswmé of the facts which appear 
to lead to the conclusion I have stated. 

It will be within the recollection of most of your 
readers, that in The Times of June 4th, 1888, a letter 
appeared trom Mr. Raymond, stating that he had 
performed on two horses which were roarers, an 
operation devised and directed by Dr. Fleming, with 
the result that roaring had entirely disappeared in 
one horse, and was decidedly relieved if not entirely 
abolished in the other. Inthe Stock and Prospects 
article of the same issue of The T'imes there was a 
highly laudatory notice, which it is perhaps not 
going too far to assume was based upon information 
supplied by Dr. Fleming, and stating, ‘‘ We are en- 
abled to make this morning one of the most important 
announcements that has ever been made inconnection 
with Veterinary Surgery, this being no other than 
that a horse has been successfully cured of roaring. 
This has been successfully accomplished by Dr. 
George Fleming, C.B., the Principal Veterinarian to 
the Forces.” After some further remarks the writer 
continues, “ This is the greatest achievement and the 
most important one in its results we have ever had in 
veterinary surgery; and Dr. Fleming is to be 
warmly congratulated on the completeness of his 
success.” The italics are my own and merely mark 
what may be a curious accident, the tautology and 
clumsiness of expression with which readers of The 
Veterinary Journal are painfully familiar, but which 
is not usual in The Times. To resume, on June 13th 
another notice appeared in The Times, from which I 
quote the following: ‘‘ Since the announcement . . .. 
last week a second troop horse has been pronounced 
cured and returned to the troop.” Then follows 
Dr. Fleming’s description of the operation, which 
“consists in making a small opening in front of the 
larynx and removing by excision the parts which, 
owing to the paralysis of one of the dilator muscles 
of the opening of the larynx (the glottal opening) 
obstruct the inspiration of air.’ What parts ? why 
is Hamlet left out? Why is he always left out? 
there must be some reason, what is it? Is it a plain, 
straightforward, honest reason, or some sort of sub- 
terfuge or dodge ? like that of a vacillating privateer 
who hoists a neutral flag until he sees which way 
the wind is going to blow. The Times article con- 


jit have found it useless. 


cludes by saying, “In the’ two cases of which we 
have given details the success lias been complete, 
while the fact that the principle upon which the 
operation is founded has anatomy, physiology and 
pathology to support it” (surely the ghost of my 
uncle again) ‘“‘should lead us to hope that the 
operation can be relied on in all cases.” Then an- 
nouncements were circulated in numerous papers all 
over the United Kingdom and abroad, in fact all 
over the world, and secured for Dr. Fleming the 
world-wide credit of a great discovery. If he de- 
murred in the least to the magnificence of the pre- 
tensions it was open to him at any time to disavow 
or moderate them in his own journal or elsewhere— 
he has never done so, on the contrary he has only 
referred to the subject to further press and justify his 
claims, and according to T'he Star of June 14th, 
1888, in reply to his interviewer, who asked whether 
it was not a wonderful cure which he had discovered ? 
‘ Well, yes,” said the doctor with becoming modesty, 
“it is an important discovery I think, and does get 
rid of a very serious disease.” 

It would be easy to add to this evidence, but I 
think it will not be seriously disputed that in June, 
1888, Dr. Fleming did obtain credit for a great dis- 
covery, which was the operation that had been per- 
formed at his direction by Mr. Raymond, and it is 
only necessary to enquire whether this credit was 
obtained under faJse pretences or true ones. A man 
may be entitled to credit for discovering a valuable 
operation, or for performing it skilfully, or in some 
degree for providing funds which enable it to be 
carried out. As Dr. Fleming did not perform the 
operation himself, and his experiments were carried 
out at the public expense, the only remaining con- 
sideration is that of originality, and this obviously 
resolves itself into three distinct questions :—(1). 
What was the operation? (2). Was it of any value ? 
(3). Did Dr. Fleming discover it ? | Available evi- 
dence leads to the conclusion that the operation was 
useless, and that Dr. Fleming did not discover it ; 
but I will state the facts in order. (1). In reply to 
the first question it may be stated that the operation 
was excision of the left vocal cord. In The Veter- 
inary Journal for July, 1888, Professor Smith 
describes this as Fleming’s operation, so named after 
its originator Dr. Fleming, performed by himself 
(Smith) under Dr. Fleming’s immediate superin- 
tendence and direction. The account is published 
in Dr. Fleming’s own Journal, and referred to sub- 
sequently by him as an account of what he had done 
in operating directly on laryngeal surgery, but as 
he refers to it as “ that organ,” I conclude he means 
the larynx.—Vet. Journal, Nov. 1888. In an editor- 
ial article in July, Dr. Fleming said that the 
manual details and the entire operation had been 
modified, no doubt they had, and probably many 
times since then, but we are not now concerned with 
subsequent modification, but with the great discov- 
ery of the original operation. 

(2). Was it of any value? This operation has 
been frequently performed; is there any proof of 
its having been successful? On the contrary we 
have abudant evidence that all those who have tried 
Giinther, who originated 
it, discarded it as a failure; Moller says he obtained 
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the same results as Giinther; Mr. Steel, in his 
summary of laryngeal operations (Vet. Record, Jan. 
19th), describes the result of this one with one 
word “ ineffectual;’ Professor Axe (Vei. Record 
Jan. 26th) says that “after testing it he found it 
afforded no relief to the subject operated on; and 
the same unfavourable result was obtained by Pro- 
fessor Smith at Newcastle ; and he adds that “ hay- 
ing failed in the course adopted, Dr. Fleming 
suggested complete removal of the arytenoid,” 
(which had heen practised also by Giinther and 
Moller.) 

(3). Did Dr. Fleming originate the operation ?— 
According to Moller, excision of the left vocal cord 
was first described and performed by K. Giinther 
25 years ago—(Topographische Myologie, 1866). 
Moller has also performed it himself, and though it 
is hard to believe that Dr. Fleming was unaware of 
his “worthy friend and colleague’s” experiments 
till he received his book, he can certainly not plead 
that excuse’'in the case of Giinther as he has frequently 
referred to his experiments, and has moreover pro- 
fessed “an intimate acquaintance with the literature 
of the subject.” 

We must conclude then that in June 1888, Dr. 
Fleming obtained the credit of the greatest achieve- 
ment we have ever had in veterinary surgery, on 
the ground that he had discovered an operation to 
cure roaring in horses, which was perfectly success- 
ful. This credit, which he has clung to and en- 
deavoured to support by many ingenious devices, 
the public supposed, and still suppose, he fairly 
earned ; but when we come to examine the matter, 
all available evidence goes to show that what 
Dr. Fleming really did was to direct one of 
his subordinates to perform on some of Her 
Majesty’s horses, the operation of excision of the 
left vocal cord, which had been practised twenty- 
five years ago by Giinther, and subsequently by 
others, and found useless; that it proved equally 
useless in the hands of those who were directed to 
perform it by Dr. Fleming; nevertheless by publish- 
ing in the daily papers an assertion that the opera- 
tion was completely successful before it was possible 
to judge of the result, he led the public to believe 
that these operations, which were really failures, 
were successful. He never published the fact that 
these cases turned out failures, and it was only by 
degrees that the information leaked out. When in- 
terrogated on the subject, he has declined to reply : 
and though for eight months he has enjoyed the 
credit of having discovered an operation that 
cures roaring, he has never yet published a 
plain straight forward statement of what that 
operation is. Mr. Jones bluntly calls this 
obtaining credit under false pretences. By all 
means let judgment be cautious in such a matter, 
but unless every unprejudiced man who knows the 
facts is to endorse Mr. Jones’ conclusion, it is surely 
time, and more than time that vituperation gave 
place to a vindication that can give some better 
answer to awkward arguments than merely calling 
them lies, some better explanation of conclusions 
which seem inevitable than vehement repudiation 
and extravagant self praise; and if I might so far 
presume as to add any further suggestion, it would 


be to commend the expediency of recognising the 
privelege usually accorded to private letters, and 
of discarding the use of weapons which it is dis- 
graceful even to touch. 


THE ELECTION OF COUNCILMEN, 
By A Novice, 


Those members of our profession who take an 
interest in its affairs—and I am glad to think a 
large majority do—must feel that they owe a debt 
of gratitude to you for directing attention in your 
Editorial” in The Veterinary Record of last week 
to the forthcoming election of members of Coun- 
cil. We rejoice to think that apathy, in things 
political at least, has given place to activity. The 
fact that close on one thousand votes were recorded 
in favour of the successful candidate for Council 
honours who headed the list last year is proof that 
the time has gone past when a candidate can secure 
a seat for four years with forty or fifty votes. 

Until recent years it was customary for the 
Council pretty much to decide as to who should 
be admitted into their very exclusive circle—through 
the form of election—and it is not many years ago 
since the present president of the R.C.V.S. undertook 
to covertly dictate by circular to veterinary sur- 
geons outside of London who they were to vote 
for, on the supposition probably that we were in 
total ignorance of the sayings and doings of the 
men of light and leading at the Council Board. 

Happily all this is changed. The various ve- 
terinary medical associations now discuss the sub- 
ject, and members of our profession whether in 
connection with these associations or not, take the 
key note from these discussions, and individually 
consider the claims of the various candidates, and 
in the majority of cases vote accordingly. 

Until the past two years no candidate has con- 
sidered it necessary to issue an address stating his 
views on veterinary politics, or even to solicit a 
vote. They looked on it as a matter of course, that 
having been on the Council so long, they were en- 
titled to be returned without question, and as 
it were by right; and if left out, they considered 
the members very ungrateful. Others again seem 
to think that it is beneath their dignity to issue 
an address or solicit a vote, and go so far as to 
say that they never had done and never would do. 
Let these worthy members of Council, and also 
those who aspire to be such, who are above stating 
their views on matters affecting us individually and 
collectively and soliciting our votes, be repaid by 
each voter drawing his pen through the names of 
such candidates on the ballot paper. 

There is now no excuse on the score of labour 
and expense in printing, addressing, stamping, and 
circulating their addresses, for I am sure you Ww! 
be very pleased to find space in your columns for 
any number. 

The time has come when it is absolutely necessary 
that men of a progressive turn of mind should be 
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returned to the Council Board, and if we are to 
judge of the slovenly way things have been done 
in the Council this year, and the attempts to elevate 
those outside the profession at the expense of those 
inside, by the captain and his mates and some of 
the crew allowing quackery to get on board, and 
who would have sunk it but for the ‘faithful few of 
the crew who cried out with might and main 
“Rocks Anuap.” It is time they, gave place to 
those who are sufficiently interested in the welfare 
of the profession as not only to guard and protect 
but also to elevate, and not lower it. ; 


STRANGULATION OF THE INTESTINE 
BY A TUMOUR. 


By C. S. Smart, V. 8. Crief, N. B. 


1 was asked one evening, sometime ago, to see a 
bay horse nine years old, the property of the pro- 
prietor of a posting establishment in this town. 
Up to the time of my visit the horse had been in 
good health and had just finished a hard season’s 
work. He showed all the symptoms of colic of an 
ordinary type. I gave him a sedative draught 
and a few enemas, and in the course of an hour he 
appeared to settle all right; as he was not going 
to work for a day or two I gave him 5 drs. aloes. 

On calling the next morning I found him much 
worse, pawing and scraping, getting down and 
rolling about, lashing out first with one hind leg 
then with the other, pulse 80, and sweating all 
over. At times he would stand quiet for a minute 
or so, but then he would hold his head high up 
with his nose poked out. I gave him Tinct. Opii 
and Ether Nit. ij, Belladonna 3ij, Aconite xm in 
Ol. Lin. No foeces had been passed—had hot 
cloths applied to the abdomen and continued the 
enemas, On making enquiries of the man who 
was left in charge I found that up to 3 a.m. the 
horse remained quiet, but after that lay down and 
rolled a great deal. I saw him again in the after- 
noon, symptoms the same—no foeces passed, gave 
him a draught same as before; saw him again late 
at night and he was worse. No bedding could be 
kept in front of him; he would scrape it back, lie 
- down on his knees, and pull himself back the full 
length of his halter; he did this persistently for 
more than an hour. He then stood quiet for a 
little, made a few staggers and commenced to vomit; 


he ejected about a bucketful of semi-fluid material. | 


After standing about five minutes he fell down and 
expired, 

On making a post-mortem examination, I found 
a tumour about the size of a turkey’s egg growing 
upon the outside of a portion of the small intestine, 
it was pear-shaped, white in colour, hard to the 
touch, but easily cut with the knife. A portion of 
the intestine had got twisted round the tumour. 
How long the tumour had been in éxistence I could 
not say, but I had known the horse for about three 
years and he was always in good health. 


made by Percival, Field, and Goodwin. In each 
case the portion of intestine strangulated was the 
ileum. In each case the cause was a pedunculated 
tumour which had become twisted round a fold of 
the bowel. These fatty tumours are usually en- 
larged epiploic appendices and by their increase 
in weight gradually stretch a fold of mesentery, 
and so form the long neck or peduncle by which 
they hang. Until the peduncle becomes long 
enough to encircle a fold of intestine they do no 
harm and are frequently seen in horse-slaughterers’ 
yards during the disembowelling of the carcases. 
Tf we could only diagnose them, what a grand ex- 


ecuse they would be for bold surgery.—En. | 


“IN VINDICATION.” 
By Jno. A. W. Donan. 


‘Steal! to be sure they may, and, egad, serve your best 
thoughts like gipsies do stolen children, disfigure them to 
make ’em pass for their own.” —T7'he Critic. Act 1., Se. 1. 

When that genial humorist, Charles Dickens, 
penned his word-portraits of the rival editors Pott 
and Slurk, it is probable that he merely burlesqued 
living personages, and that T'he Eatanswill Gazette 
and Fatanswill Independant had a real existence, 
though called by other names, but such are the 
changes life and manners have undergone since the 
year of grace, eighteen-hundred-and-twenty-eight, 
that were it not for the occasional appearance of 
articles like the “ Vindication” in this month’s Ve- 
terinary Journal, we should imagine his pictures 
overdrawn and unreal. 

It is evident however, that persons still survive 
who, from early education, have achieved such a 
mastery of vituperation as not only to equal, but 
positively to surpass the quaint conceits of the great 
novelist, and to one such I am at the present time, 
under the necessity of replying. 

But neither his taunts, his forced exhibitions of 
hilarity, nor even the libellous accusation of false- 
hood, which with such spirit and decency he has 
attempted to fasten upon me, shall enable the Editor 
of The Veterinary Journal to draw me trom that line 
of temperate speech to which | have stedfastly ad- 
hered, still less shall I avail myself of the oppor- 
tunity to return his accusation, because, firstly, 
gentlemen do not use these means of convincing 
their opponents in argument and, secondly, the 
writings of Dr. Fleming have rendered the pre- 
ferring of such a charge totally unnecessary. The 
unbridled license of this attack upon myself and 
others renders it futile, for the strong personal feel- 
ing underlying it is plainly visible and though the 
advice of “No case! abuse the plaintiff's attor- 
ney” has too frequently been successful, | have no 
fear, in submitting the evidence to a cultured and 
enlightened audience, of what the resulting verdict 
will be. Being fully conscious of my inferiority in 
the art of defamation J shall confine myself to a 
plain statement of historicai facts, and of them all | 
challenge Dr. Fleming to controvert a single one. 


‘ [Norz.—-In Gamgees “Domestic Animals” Vol. I. Shortly after hearing of Dr. Clarke’s work, the 
three cases of this nature are quoted from records , principal Veterinary Surgeon to the Army caused 
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two operations to be performed, and the deductions 
drawn from a few days’ observation of these was 


- embodied in the Army Veterinary Report, which 


was freely circulated amongst the London news- 
papers and leading owners of horses. Within a 
fortnight after the performance of the two opera- 
tions, Mr. Raymond also wrote to the Times and 
Standard newspapers, stating that his chief had 
devised an operation on the larynx for the cure of 
roaring, that he (Mr. Raymond) had operated on 
two horses and that “although comparatively few 
days have elapsed, the roaring iti one case has dis- 
appeared and in the other is most decidedly relieved, 
if not altogether abolished.” But the operation 
itself was not described, and until Dr. Fleming’s 
interview with The Star reporter, it was impossible 
to do more than guess at its nature. 


There next appeared, in The Star, for June 13th, 
1888, an account given by Dr. Fleming toa reporter 
he had entertained at 65 Spring Gardens, and this 
was the first intimation that the veterinary pro- 
fession received of the new “ discovery.” The 
doctor there says, “with becoming modesty, ‘It is 
an important discovery and it does get rid of a very 
serious disease—all have failed to accomplish what 
I believe my cure will—I feel confident it will 
succeed—I have already performed successfully on 
two horses,” ete., and he describes his operation as 
removal of the left vocal cord. 


The credit of first pointing out the genuine author- 
ship of this discovery is due to the editor of The 
Journal of Comparative Pathology and Therapeutics 
who, in his admirable publication for September 
demonstrates Prof. MOller’s priority of claim. But 
this is of little moment, for, soon after the above 
sanguine announcements, the operation was found 
to be an utter failure, and Dr. Fleming was under 
the necessity of casting about for a substitute. 


During the long period of inaction following, he 
sought to sustain the illusion by ambiguous articles 
in his own journal, and when Méller’s success by 
his later methods was known, announced in October, 
“That operative interference .... can be success- 
fully invoked will be evident when it is stated that 
of thirty roarers operated on, twenty-two have been 
cured of their infirmity.” The inference is obvious, 
viz., that he had cured these twenty-two horses. 

It was at this stage of the proceedings that I 
wrote to The Star newspaper of the 10th October, 
pointing out the numerous other workers in the 
same field, who had published their results, and asking 
to what degree of success Dr. Fleming had attained. 

Receiving no information I next sent letters to 
The Field and Standard newspapers in which I re- 
ferred to the work of Dr. Clarke and Prof. Victor 
Horsley at the Brown Institute, and showed that 
the operation attributed to Dr. Fleming was really 
Mdller’s, nevertheless, I asked the Doctor, in the 
event of his having made cures, to favour me with 
a reply. 

To the letter in The Field I received no answer, 
but to that in The Standard Dr. Fleming replied in 
very intemperate and unmeasured terms, and, while 
totally denying ever having heard of Moller, or 
having (during the past five years) performed any 


operation for the relief or cure of roaring, concluded 
by avoiding my point altogether. 

He now informs us (Veterinary Journal, February) 
that he was possessed of Modller’s monograph in 
August last. 

The Veterinary Journal for November was charac- 
terised by an entire change of standpoint, for, in 
tardily according to Professor Méller the authorship 
of this new operation, Dr. Fleming cast to the winds 
all his previous theories concerning the production 
of sound by the vocal cord, affirmed what he had 
less than a month before denied, and flatly contra- 
dicted his quondam statement that “ the real cause, 
to my mind, (why all other operators had failed) is 
that all the authorities, German, French and En- 
glish, have imagined the obstruction to the breath- 
ing, which causes the roaring, was produced by the 
falling in of one of the cartilages of the larynx.” 

The plea set up for him by Professor Axe, and 
repeated by himself in this month’s Veterinary 
Journal, is of so contemptible a character, when con- 
trasted with his previous lofty pretensions, as to 
require no answer—suffice it to say that it has as 
much foundation as his other claims. 

Having now come down to the present time, I 
should like to controvert the only question of fact I 
can find in the above mentioned article. 

Dr. Fleming would have us believe that, as Dr. 
MOller’s monograph did not appear until July of 
last year, he could not have borrowed ideas from its 
author. At the risk of repeating myself, I desire to 
again refer to Friedberger & Fréhners Lehrbuck der 
Specillen Pathologie und Therapie der Hausthiere, 
which was published more than two years ago, and 
in the second volumne of which operations, at var- 
ious times attributed to Dr. Fleming, will be found 
in extenso. 

My last letter in these pages was sufficiently 
clear, and in every paragraph he stood indicted ; 
but, thongh a host of facts are at his disposal to 
dispute, Dr. Fleming prefers the easy expedient of 
challenging a clerical error, and in the transposition 
of two figures finds a cheap cause on which to found 
an accusation of falsehood. 

The facts then are briefly these:—Dr. Fleming 
indiscreetly caused the operation of a German 
practitioner to be published as his own. Finding 
not only that this was known, but that the operation 


was futile, he “amended” it. It was then pointed © 


out to him that the “amended ” operation was not 
original, and he claimed a particular method of 
opening the larynx. Apart from the fact that Dr. 
Clarke had practised mesial incision of the larynx 
more thana year before Dr. Fleming was heard from, 
the method claimed was so open to dispute that the 
Principal Veterinary Surgeon has again changed 
his ground, and as his claims are made in a “ dim- 
inuendo” scale, it is probable that this will be the 
last. 

I again quote from The Veterinary Journal of this 
month (the italics are my own) ;—‘‘I_ think I can 
fairly lay claim to having been certainly the first 
in this country, at least, to draw serious attention to 
the necessity for attempting to remove the immed- 
iate cause of roaring, by intra-laryngeal operation, 
and to have given to the attempt all the care, en- 
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couragement, and energy I can command.” Had 
Dr. Fleming acted with discretion in the first 
instance, I am sure the profession would have in- 
dulged him with this lilliputian and much-qualified 
claim, but, in view of the facts, I feel bound to call 
attention to the work of Gamgee, Field, Hunter, 
Victor Horsley, and Clarke, who all operated intra- 
laryngeally and have given us evidence in support 
of their work. 

As for Dr. Fleming, he was neither seen nor heard 
of in the matter until the work of other men revived 
in his mind the memory of that aged horse (peace 
be with his ashes) which has so utterly failed to 
carry him in the tournament of scientific surgery. 
Since his first announcement in a halfpenny evening 

aper he has submitted no evidence to the profession, 
whilst to those persons who have had the indepen- 
dence and courage to speak in opposition to his 
claims, he has proved either totally dumb or un- 
restrainedly abusive. 

If the scepticism of the profession bas proved 
displeasing to him he has always had the remedy in 
his own hands, and in refusing to accept as facts 
what were only unfounded statements we have es- 
caped the grave charge of rushing to conclusions not 
only premature, but now abundantly disproved. 

I think I have said enough to show that far from 
displaying impatience, “ignorance, spite or jealousy,” 
the critics of this subject have been most forbearing, 
that they have shown a knowledge and insight of 
the subject, which, had it been possessed by the 
principal Veterinary Surgeon to the Army, might 
have saved him many unpleasant experiences, and 
that in advising their audience to withold its judge- 
ment until satisfactory evidence should be laid before 
it they have performed a duty which will receive 
its proper appreciation and recognition. 


Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons, 


ooo, 


The quarterly meeting of the Council of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons was held on 
Thursday, January 31st. The members present 
were :—Professor Pritchard (president) in the chair, 
Messrs. Dray, Wragg, Professor Williams, Messrs. 
Briggs, Mulvey, James Simpson, Woods, Cartledge, 
Greaves, Peter Taylor, Storrar, Carter, Barford, 
Wilson, Professors McCall, Brown, Duguid, Sir 
Henry Simpson, Professors Walley and Axe. 

Mr. Thatcher (Solicitor) was in attendance. 

The Secretary having read the notice convening 
the meeting, the minutes of the last quarterly 
meeting were, on the motion of Mr. Taylor, seconded 
by Mr. Dray, taken as read. : 

The Secretary announced that letters had been 
received from the following gentlemen expressing 
their regret at being unable to attend the meeting: 
General Sir Frederick Fitzwygram, Messrs. J. 
Roalfe Cox, Perrins, Whittle, and Dr. Fleming. 

The presentations to the library were then an- 
nounced. They consisted of the “Calendar” of 
the Pharmaceutical Society for 1889, “The ex- 


cellent History of the Percher on Horse, b 
W. T. Walters, Esq.” presented by Mr. Robert W. 
Ward, of the United States; and a photograph of a 
troop horse suffering from anthrax, taken two hours 
hefore death, presented by Mr. T. Marriott, of the 
Punjaub. 

Mr. Dray.—-I beg to move a vote of thanks to 
those gentlemen who have so liberally presented the 
articles to-day. 

Mr, Taytor.—-I beg to second that motion. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

The Presrpent.—-I wrote a private letter to Mr. 
Stephenson, and asked him to reconsider his resig- 
nation. Since then he has attended one, if not two, 
committee meetings, and I came to the conclusion 
from that that he had really reconsidered his idea. 
Yesterday, to make sure of it, I instructed the 
secretary to send a telegram to him, and the reply 
I received was, “Do not withdraw resignation.— 
Stephenson.” 

Mr. Mutvey. 
accepted, 

Mr. Taytor.—I second it. 

Sir H. Stwpson.—I think that any member may 
at any time resign by sending in his resignation in 
writing. 

The Prestpent.—At the same time I think it is 
usual to ask a man if he will reconsider the matter. 

Sir H. Srmpson.—It is no use our wasting time 
over it, because we have no option. If he had said 
he had reconsidered we could not have re- 
admitted him, because the Charter says that sending 
in the resignation is enough. 

Professor WattEyY.—Did you not receive a tele- 
gram from Mr, Stephenson yesterday in reference to 
the Breeding Committee ? 

The Prestpent.—Not yesterday. 

Professor Waniry.—It was read yesterday. 

The Szecrerary.—It was a previous telegram. 

A letter was announced from Mr. Steel, asking 
that the Bombay Veterinary College might be 
“recognised” by the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons, England, 

Professor Wairy.-—In reference to this matter, 
I dare say it will be in the minds of most members 
of the Council that a committee was appointed to 
enquire into this very subject, in regard not only to 
this particular matter but also in regard to the Cana- 
dian and American Colleges. The question is, what 
has become ef the Committee ? 

The Prestpenr.—If my memory serves me cor- 
rectly the committee consisted of the Principals of 
the Schools, and I do not think the Principals of the 
= dealt with it. The thing: was allowed to 
apse. 

Professor WatLey.—There was never any meet- 
ing, to my knowledge. 

Sir H. Srmpson.—It was referred to the Princi- 
pals of the Schools. 

The Prestpent.—They never met. 

Sir H. Smmpson.—Professor Robertson’s death 
stopped it. . 

Mr. Taytor.—I think there ought to be a com. 
mittee to take it into consideration. 

The Prestpenr.—I do not think, Sir Henry, you 


I propose that the resignation be 
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are quite right, because this matter was before us 
two years ago. 

Sir H. Simeson.—I am only speaking of the time 
when I was president. ; 

Mr. Taytor.—Is there any committee belonging 
to this Council ? 

Sir Hl. Simpson.—-No, not now. 

Professor WattEy.—My memory says it was not 
relegated to the Principals alone, and it would be a 
very invidious matter for the Principals to sit in 
judgment upon other colleges. , 

Mr. Taytor.—I make a motion that a committee 
he formed, confined to the Principals of the Schools, 
Sir Henry Simpson, Dr. Fleming 

Professor Wauiry.-—I think you had better leave 
the Principals out. 

Mr. Taytor.—Dr. Fleming, Sir H. Simpson, Pro- 
fessor McCall, Professor Williams, Professor Wal- 
ley, and Professor Brown, to be a committee to take 
into consideration whether the School should be 
acknowledged. 

Professor WaLury.—Then we require information 
as to the curriculum. 

Mr. 'Taytor.—They give us every information. 

The Seorerary,—They sent us a prospectus. 

Professor Wattey.—Then I propose that we send 
to the American and Canadian Colleges and get theirs. 

Mr. Greaves,—lI have great pleasure in seconding 
Mr. Taylor’s proposition. 

The resolution was carried, 

“The Srcrerary stated that he had received an 
application from a Mr. Williams, L.D., with his 
diploma and the verification of the Principal of 
Ontario College, requesting that he might be en- 
rolled on payment of five guineas, 

Mr. 'Taytor.—The committee will deal with it. 

A letter was read from Mr, J. R. Cox, explaining 
why he was absent at the last meeting of Council. 

A letter.was read from Mr. W. F. Garry, Dis- 
pensing Chemist, expressing his wish to be ex- 
empted from the first professional studies because 
he had a certificate of the Pharmaceutical Society. 

The Prestpenr.—I think that is a matter for the- 
Schools. 

‘The Secrerary,—I may give him the usual reply. 
(Yes, yes.) 

The next letter was from Mr. D. F. Dubash, of 
the Bombay Veterinary College, who asked if a 
graduate of that College could be entered for final 
examination without going through the curriculum 
of the R.C.V.S. 

The letter was referred to the Committee. 

A letter was read from Mr, Robert G. Brozell, 
stating that he had passed the first and second ex- 
aminations but had failed in the final, and asking 
that he might be granted a diploma, or registra- 
tion. 

Professor Wintiams.—I think it is quite beyond 
the scope of the Council. He is an old student of 
mine. He failed two or three times at the final, 
and he now wants a diploma without further ex- 
amination, 

Mr. Tayior.—-It cannot be granted. 

The Secrerary, —I have already written and told 
him so, 


A letter was read from Mr, James Adam McBride, 
stating that he had lost his diploma on leaving 
Japan for England, and asking that he might be 
granted a certificate. 

Professor Wiiu1ams._-He has been back from 
Japan for several years. 

Professor McCauiu.—He has been at Cirencester 
since he returned from Japan. 

Professor Brown.—And he is practising now at 
Stroud. 

Mr. Taytor —I should not grant the certificate at 
present. Let him apply again. 

The Secretary.—Shall I write and ask him to 
give an account of his stewardship since he left 
Japan ? 

Mr. Tayior,—'lhat is it. 

The Soticrror.—The Register is a proof that the 
man is admitted and is entitled to practise. 

Professor McCauiu.—There is no proof that his 
first diploma has been lost. 

Mr, Barrorp.—The proof is not sufficient. I 
move that a letter be sent saying that the proof is 
not quite sufficient, and that under those circum- 
stances we cannot grant him a second diploma, 

Mr. Srorrar seconded the motion, which was 
agreed to, 

The Srecrerary then read the report of the 
Finance Committee which showed that the balance 
at the Bankers was now £573 4s. 11d. It proposed 
that the Secretary be instructed to prepare a state- 
ment of the various heads of income and expendi- 
ture for 1888, in order that it might be laid before 
the Finance Committee before the next quarterly 
meeting. 

Mr. Dray.—I beg to propose that the balance 
sheet be received. 

Mr. Tayrnor seconded the motion, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. Wrace.—I beg to move that the Report be 
adopted. 

Mr. Dray.—I second that, and also that the Coun- 
cil grant permission for cheques to be drawn for 
the liabilities. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. Wrace.—Allow me to ask a question now, 
because Mr. Dray, who takes an interest in it, wishes 
to leave the meeting. It is this. It is no doubt in 
the recollection of most members of the Council 
that a resolution was passed, I think during Dr. 
Fleming’s presidency, that a charge should be 
made for the use of any room in this building by 
members of the profession. I wish to ask this 
Council whether they can see their way to alter 
that resolution, or rescind it, so that the National 
Veterinary Association may be able to hold its 
meeting here in the summer, and also their com- 
mittee meetings, and that any other veterinary 
association which requires to meet in London may 
have the opportunity of meeting here, on simply 
paying the cost of firing, gas, ete. 

Mr. Dray.-—I beg to offer my protest against the 
rescinding of the resolution which was passed after 
two meetings of the Council and due deliberation. 
The Secretary was deputed and empowered to apply 


to different colleges and institutions in order to 
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ascertain whether or not they let their rooms to 

other associations, and his report was that they 
did not. Then why should this College be an ex- 
ception? If you accede to the rescinding of this 
resolution our rooms will seldom be vacant, and the 
wear and tear will be immense. I opine that if you 
rescind this resolution you will be stultifying 
yourselves. 

Mr. James Stuvson.—We cannot rescind a resolu- 
tion without notice being given. 1 am bound to 
say that I am with Mr. Wragg in reference to the 
National Veterinary Association, but it occurs to me 
that he should make an application to the president 
for the use of the College by the Association. 

The Prestpent.—That has been already made 
and granted. 

Mr. James Stmpson.—The proposition is now to 
rescind a previous resolution. 

The Prestpenr.—With regard to the National 
Association it has already been granted. 

Mr. Wrace.—I merely asked a question of the 
Council and did not propose a resolution. 

The Prestpent.—I think the better plan will be 
to look up the original resolution. 

The Srcrerary.—I brought the subject before 
you on 11th October, and it was moved by Dr. Flem- 
ing that the question of charge should stand over. 
The original resolution was that one guinea should 
be charged for the use of the Committee room, and 
two guineas for the use of the Council room, and 
five and tenpence for fire, lighting, &c. 

Mr. James Srmpsoy.—When was the original 
resolution passed ? 

Mr. Tayier.—I propose that we confirm the rule 
that if any association requires the use of this room 
a charge be made. 

The Prestpenr.—I am not quite clear as to 
whether in the event of the President granting 

‘permission to any society to occupy the room a 
charge should be made. 

Mr. Taytor proposed, and Mr, Dray seconded, 
that the usual charges be made for the use of 
the rooms of the College. 

Professor Axz.—Does it not follow that the usual 
charges will be made ? 

The Prestpent.—Then the proposition is that 
the resolution be not rescinded. 

Mr. Wrace.—I can see the feeling of the Council 
is against it, and therefore I drop it. 

Professor Brown.—Before the next business is 
brought before the Council, I want to call attention 
to Regulation No 7, in regard to the Final examin- 
ation. Ido not know what the Scotch Schools will 
have to say; but so far as I am concerned at Cam- 
den Town the thing works extremely badly. It 
comes to this, that a man who has a practice of his 
own and fails in his Practical, may go back for a 
certain period, until a month before the examination 
which he has somehow to find out. I have not the 
least idea how it is to be done, for it is commonly 
not known a month before, and if it is known the 
Colleges do not know the men who intend to come 
up for the next examination, and if they did they 
do not know where they live, so that they cannot 


write to them. Then under these circumstances a 


man must get someone to mind his practice while 
he goes up to the College and is attending instruc- 


tion on subjects in reference to which he has already 
passed his examination. I notice the matter now 


because the Principals of the Scotch Schools are here, 
and no doubt the Council would be very glad to 
hear if they have anything to say in favour or 
against the Regulation. So far as I can understand 
the object of the Council, it would be perfectly met 
by saying that cach student who has successfully 
passed the oral sections should forthwith present him- 
self at the Practical, so that he would go up as a 
matter of course, but should he fail in the Practical 
he shall be allowed to present himself at the suc- 
ceeding examinations for whatever number of times 
the Council might think fit. On no principle, that 
I can realise at this moment, is there the slightest 
occasion for him to go back to the school again. If 
he chooses to come to the College he would be wel- 
comed as any member is, and sometimes a veterinary 
surgeon comes and asks to be allowed to attend. It 
is unnecessary because he has a perfect right to 
attend. I entirely object to the part of the Regula- 
tion which makes it imperative on him to come 
back and give up his practical work for a month, 
after taking all the trouble of finding out when the 
month exactly begins. As a matter of fact no 
student has yet done it. They have always come 
up a week or so late, and have been in a terrible 
state as to what they had to do. — Under those cir- 
cumstances, unless there is some strong objection 
on the part of my colleaguues I should propose to 
give notice of the alteration which | have suggested. 

Professor WriuiAMs.—I quite agree with Profes- 
sor Brown. I think in the original alteration of 
this Bye-law the return to the College for a month 
was never thought of. It only came in at the last 
moment, as an amendment from Professor McCall. 
I did not wish to throw any obstacle in the way, 
but I quite agree with Professor Brown that it is a 
great trouble to the men at the Colleges. I should 
be very glad to second Professor Brown’s proposal. 

Professor McCatu.—It would appear as if I had 
introduced these conditions when I moved for the 
oral and practical to be disjointed, but in reality it 
was forced upon me todo so. The question was first 
what are these students to do after they have passed 
their oral, and we specially stipulated that the stu- 
dent should remain at the College or be in attend- 
ance on a member of the R.C.V.S., who should certify 
that he had done so. It never was contemplated 
for one moment that a student who had passed his 
oral would be allowed to engage in practice for 
himself. I think it is a very goed thing that he 
should return to the College for a month, because 
there are a great many things to do that will be to 
his advantage when he returns. At the same time 
I should be delighted indeed if you feel inclined to 
expunge the conditions. Still I think in doing so 
you open the door too wide. 

Mr. J. Simpson.—lIt will be in the recollection of 
most members of the Council that it was probably 
through some action of mine that Professor McCall 
added this part to the Bye-law,-—that the students 
should return to College. I said that without the 
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addition, if a student passed his oral but failed in 
his practical, the College might then say to him: 
“We have done with you.” It showed it was unfair, 
that it was legislating really for filling the Colleges. 
The objection I took then I should take now to any 
alteration of the Bye-law, by which the words sug- 
gested would be expunged. 


Professor Brown.—I did not mean to raise any 
discussion because there is very important business 
to be done; but if you will allow, me I shall put 
up a notice in the usual form, and the matter can 
be discussed at the next meeting. 


Professor Wiiitams.—There seems to be a mis- 
understanding about Bye-law 26, which states that 
no student should be admitted until he is twenty- 
one. It was ruled here by the solicitor that this Bye- 
law was to apply to the students of the College at 
the present time. 


The Presipenr.—Of course that is absolutely a 
legal question, but I anticipate that Mr, Thatcher 
will tell you you cannot make a matter of that sort 
retrospective. 

Mr. Tuarcurer.—I think that I stated that this 
Bye-Law would apply to all students who were 
actually in the College at the time. You would not 
have two sets of students, one subject to the Bye- 
Law and the other not. 

Prof. Wautey.—Most positively the understand- 
ing was that all the students in the College would 
be under the old rules so far as twenty years of age 
was concerned, 

Prof. Brown.—It was unquestionably so under- 
stood. ‘There was no question about the application 
of the Bye-Law, but it was said distinctly ia this 
room in my presence that it would not be pressed. 

The Prestpent.—It occurs to my mind that any 
man who was in the College at the time of the pass- 
ing of this Bye-Law is now of proper age, or else he 
must have been very .young then. 

Prof. Brown.—The other day Mr. Rutherford 
refused to take up a man because he was six days 
under twenty. It was distinctly understood that 
the men in the Colleges at the time the Bye-Law 
was passed were not to be affected by it. Iam only 
quoting a fact. Mr, Rutherford would have allowed 
him up if he had been twenty. 

Mr. Greaves.—Did Mr. Rutherford receive any 
instructions about these men ? 

The Presipenr.—-I have received no instructions 
from the Council, and my present idea is that I 
should communicate with Mr. Rutherford myself, 

Prof. Watiey.—It would affect the London 
College equally with the Scotch Colleges. 

The Presipenr.—We should deal with them all 
in the same way. 

Prof. Watitny.—Will the Secretary tell us what 
has been done here ? 

The Secrerary.—I have occasionally stopped a 
man under twenty, but I have had no cases of twenty- 
one. 

Prof. Brown.—The first time after the understand- 
ing was come to, some half a dozen came to me and 
asked if they would be allowed to go up, and I signed 
their certificates. I was acting strictly in ae-: 


cordance with the agreement understood by the 
members present. 


[The remainder of the report will be published 
next week, including the Report of the Committee 
on Hereditary Unsoundness. | 


GOVERNMENT VETY. DEPARTMENT. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES OF ANIMALS. 


Reported in Great Britain and Ireland in the week 
ending January 26th, 1889, 


Pleuro-preumonia.—There were 6 fresh outbreaks 
of this disease reported in Great Britain during 
the week ; 2 of these were in England in the coun- 
ties of Cumberland and Middlesex; while 4 were 
in Scotland, 3 of them in Edinburgh and 1 in Kin- 
cardineshire. 

In England 12 cattle were attacked in Cumber- 
land, Lancaster, Middlesex, Norfolk, and Somerset ; 
in Scotland there were also 12 cattle attacked: 8 of 
them in Edinburgh, | in Kincardine, and 3 in Lin- 
lithgow. 

The number of healthy cattle slaughtered on 
account of their having been exposed to infection 
was: 63 in England, and 41 in Scotland, 

In Ireland there was 1 fresh outbreak and 1 
animal attacked in the South Dublin Union. 

Anthrax.—Only 2 fresh outbreaks of this disease 
were reported during the week: these were in the 
counties of Herts, and Lincoln (parts of Lindsey), 
the whole of the 3 animals attacked died. In 
Ireland there was 1 case of anthrax reported at 
Fermoy. 

Swine-Fever.—This disease is still decreasing. 
There were only 65 fresh outbreaks reported in 
Great Britain during the week whereas the weekly 
average in the last quarter of 1888 was about 100, 
the smallest number in any week during that 
quarter was 71, while 117 was the highest. 

There were 414 pigs attacked during the week : 
200 diseased pigs were killed, 206 died, 49 re- 
covered, and 454 remained alive at the end of the 
week. ‘There were 6 fresh outbreaks of this disease 
in Ireland, and 11 pigs attacked in the counties of 
Limerick, Tipperary, Kildare, Kilkenny, and Wex- 
ford. 

Glanders and Furcy.—There were 8 outbreaks of 
glanders reported: 7 in the Metropolis, and 1 in 
Middlesex; 18 horses were attacked, 15 in the 
Metropolis, 1 in Middlesex, and 2 in Lanarkshire. 
The only cases of farcy reported were in the 
Metropolis, where there were 10 outbreaks and 18 
horses attacked. 

In Ireland 1 case of farcy was reported in Donegal. 

Rabies—In England 3 cases of this disease in 
dogs were reported in Derby, Lancaster, and the 
Metropolis. There were 6 cases of rabies reported 
in Ireland during the week: 5 in dogs in Cavan 
and Down, and 1 head of cattle in Armagh. 
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EXTRACTS. 


THE SPAYING OF COWS. 
By Proressor Lone. 


M. Gouin, a French scientist, has recently pre- 
pared an important paper upon the spaying of cows, 
and he has shown that the operation has resulted in 
some instances in considerable benefit to the owners 
of cattle. It appears that the system was in opera- 
tion in Sweden and Norway during the last century, 
and that in 1823 an American was enabled to pro- 
long the period of lactation in a cow by spaying. 
When antiseptics were unknown, and _ when 
practitioners operated upon the flank of a cow, 
accidents were frequent, and under such conditions 
the practice did not become general. It remained 
for M. Charlier to make known his system of 
ovariotomy by what is termed the procéde vaginal. 
The instruments used were perfected a little later 
on, when M. Mansuya, veterinary surgeon at 
Remiremont, who made a great number of experi- 
ments, announced that he had never had more than 
from one to two per cent. of accidents, although to 
succeed to such an extent he believed it was nec- 
essary to have had considerable experience. 
Another veterinary surgeon, M. Flocard, of Geneva, 
who has also had considerable experience, both in 
France and in Switzerland, has had still better results, 
losing no more than five per 1,000, and in this case 
the loss is stated to have been owing to want of 
care. The writer states that in the canton of 
Geneva spaying is daily practised, the farmers being 
satisfied with the results which are obtained. There 
appear to be two causes which render success un- 
certain: the chief is that surgeons have not had 
sufficient practice in this most delicate operation, 
not daring to risk their reputation by an experiment 
the succees of which can hardly be assured. Much 
depends upon the care which the animals receive at 
the hands of the cowmen after the operation. Some 
men have no faith in it, and take little trouble to 
assist in the achievement of success, but when 
success has been assured the writer states that they 
become zealous auxiliaries in promulgating the 
system. Ovariotomy is performed upon the cow 
about six weeks after calving. A cow belonging to 
M. Nicolas, the famous Parisian milk purveyor, at 
his farm at Arcy, in December, 1881, was actually 
giving two gallons of milk daily in July, 1884, 
while a cow belonging to M. Gallay in Geneva, 
which was spayed at 17 years old, was sold toa 
butcher four years afterwards, when giving about 
six quarts of milk daily. In another case a heifer 
of three years gave an average of four gallons daily 
for three years after the operation. M. Gouin 
states that six years is the maximum period during 
which a spayed cow remains in milk, but such cases 
are rare, for an owner can scarcely count on more 
than an average of from fifteen to eighteen months. 
It is stated that the milk of such cows is richer than 


cow. It is well known that the milk of an ordinary 
cow varies both in quantity and quality with the 
period of lactation, as well as with the periods of 
heat, but such changes in the spayed cow are 
naturally few. It is claimed that the spayed cow 
fats easily and regularly without any special régime, 
the meat being of excellent quality.—The Farmer. 


LARYNGEAL DISEASE IN MAN, 


Dr. Percy Kipp read a paper on a Peculiar Ob- 
structive Form of Laryngeal Tuberculosis which 
simulated Bilateral Abductor Paralysis. This 
paper was based upon six cases in which symp- 
toms of the laryngeal obstruction were found to be 
due to persistent fixation of the vocal cords in the 
position of phonation, simulating bilateral paralysis 
of the crico-arytenoidei postici muscles. In all 
these cases the patients were the subjects of phthisis, 
and tubercular lesions were present in the larynx, 
but in no instance was there sufficient swelling 
of the soft parts to occasion stenosis, which was 
amply accounted for by the condition of the “rima 
glottidis.” In three cases a necropsy was obtained. 
The pathogenesis of this affection was discussed, and 
reference was made to the work of others. The con- 
clusion was drawn that stenosis of the glottis from 
fixation of the vocal cords in the median situation, 
simulating bilateral abductor palsy, might occur 
in tubercular disease of the larynx as the result of 
at least three causes: (1) Dense tubercular infil- 
tration around the arytenoid cartilages, secondarily 
involving the perichondrium and leading to false 
ankylosis of the crico-arytenoid joints; (2) ul- 
ceration and morbid adhesion of the altered vocal 
cords; (3) suppurative crico-arytenoid arthritis. 
The clinical points raised by the narration of the 
cases were then considered, and attention was 
drawn to the question of tracheotomy, the con- 
clusion arrived at being that tracheotomy or some 
other surgical measure was indispensable when 
this condition of the glottis was detected.—Dr. pE 
Havittanp Hare had recently observed a case in 
which the cords were fixed in the cadaveric position 
and producing much stridor. The proposal that 
the cords should be removed had not been well 
received. He thought thyrotomy was a good opera- 
tion in some cases, if the parts affected could be 
removed through incision.—Dr. Dove as Powe 
thought these cases excessively rare. He regarded 
them as due to fixation of the cords, by infiltration, 
_but in one of his three cases there was arthritis 
of the crico-arytenoid joint as well. These cases 
should be separated from those of mere tubercular 
overgrowth. An objection to intubation would be 
the difficulty of expectoration through it.—Mr. H. 


'H. Taynor considered that a grave objection to 


thyrotomy was the difficulty of healing afterwards, 


and probably necrosis of cartilage would follow.— 


that of unspayed cows. The butter fat is higher as | Dr. Kipp, in reply, had noticed cases in which the 
well as the sugar, and in a word the solids are con- | cords were fixed in the cadaveric position, but these 
siderably higher than in the milk of an ordinary | did not require active treatment. lt was extremely 
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difficulty to introduce a tube, as the tissues were 
fixed and firm from infiltration. In one case he 
was able to demonstrate that over-action of the 
udductors was not the initial lesion.—Lancet.—A 
meeting of the Royal Medical and Chirurgical Society. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Before Lord Coleridge and Mr. Justice Hawkins, 
on January 9th, in the matter of a complaint by the 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, 

This was an application on the part of the Society 
for the prevention of Cruelty to Animals for a manda- 
mus to the magistrate of the Hammersmith district 
of the metropolis to hear and determine a com- 
plaint of cruelty to a horse. On the 4th of De- 
cember an inspector of the Society had observed 
a horse being worked while labouring under a 
disease which rendered him unfit to work. The 
owner, however, promised that the animal should 
not be worked any longer, and so the inspector did 
not apply for a summons, but some days afterwards 
found that he was still working the horse, and then 
applied to the Secretary—who, it appeared, must 
first be applied to by the society’s inspectors— 
for authority to prosecute, and then, having ob- 


‘tained the authority, he proceeded to apply to 


the magistrate for a summons, which was after 
the lapse of fifteen days. It appeared from the 
affidavits filed that what then took place was this. 
The inspector went before Mr. Paget, at Hammer- 
smith, on the 20th December, and said he wished 
to lay an information in a case of cruelty to a 
horse in working it in when unfit to work on the 
4th of that month. Mr, Paget said, “Why did 
you not bring the horse here when it was at work ?” 
The inspector answered, “It was getting late; and 
it would have taken a long time to get the horse 
here, and probably the Court would then be closed, 
and in the meantime he would have been suffering.” 
“ But why,” said the magistrate, “did you not 
apply to me for a summons?” The inspector re- 
plied, “No officer is allowed to lay an information 
until authorised by the secretary.” The magistrate 
said, “ I know nothing about the society or secre- 
tary, but you ought to have come to me.” “I was 
bound,” said the inspector, “to report to the 
secretary.” “Do yon think,” said the magistrate, 
“that the secretary knows better than I do when 
the offence has been committed?” “No,” gaid 
the inspector: “but I had no authority. and am 
directed not to apply for summonses without au- 
thority.” “Rubbish,” said the magistrate. “I 
don’t care about your directions, and I will not 
grant an information.” 

Mr. Colam, upon several affidavits setting forth 
what had taken place, moved on the part of the 
society for a rule for a mandamus to the magistrate 
to hear and determine the application for a sum- 
mons. He stated the effects of the affidavits. and 
Lord Coleridge granted a rule.—Times. 


NOTES AND NEWS. 


Scottish Metropolitan Veterinary Medical Society. 
The Annual Meeting and Dinner of the above 
Society, will be held in the London Hotel, St. 
Andrew Square, Edinburgh, on Wednesday, Feb- 
ruary 20th, at 2.30 p.m. 
The President, C. Cunningham, Esq., in the chair. 
Business — 

Minutes, etc. 

Nomination and Election of New Members. 

Discussion of Mr. Storrie’s Paper on “'The Measures 
to be adopted for the eradication of Bovine Tuber- 
culosis,” &c. 

Reading and discussion of a Paper by Mr. H. 
Thompson, Aspatria, on “Some cases of difficult 
parturition met with during 30 years’ practice,” 

The Dinner will take place immediately after the 
business is over. Tickets 5s. 

Yours faithfully, 
R. Ruruerrorp, Hon. See. 


‘*Whom the gods intend Any destroy they first make 
m ” 


The following specimen of nervous composition 
and professional amenity, forms the first paragraph 
of a long article. It is headed “In Vindication,” 
and the rest of it may be read in the Veterinary 
Journal of Feb. 1st, over the signature ‘“‘ GzorGE 
FLemrine.” 


“ Recognising the truth of the axiom that there is 
a time for silence and a time for speech, I have not 
hitherto intruded my personality on the readers of 
the Journal with the object of defending myself 
from the disgraceful attacks made upon me by two 
or three individuals, in professional and other peri- 
odicals, in relation to the subject of operation for 
Roaring. To mention their names would be to 
name their motives—detraction and defamation. It 
is a remarkable circumstance that laryngeal surgery, 
human and animal, should excite such discreditable 
feelings, such degrading exhibitions, as we have had 
in London and Berlin; and if in our own profession 
the rancour, untruthfulness, and bad taste have all 
been one side, it was only because the other side 
treated the utterances of these individuals with the 
contempt they so richly merited. Perhaps this was 
not the most judicious course to have taken, as 
silence may have implied assent to the unfounded 
statements, and it might have appeared more effec- 
tive to have shown up the tactics of the unscupulous 
and vindictive—to have figuratively “ nailed the lies 
to the counter,” as shopkeepers used to do with base 
shillings, sham half-crowns, or bad dollars.” 


‘Very Appropriate.” 
The essential characteristic of a scientific frame of 
mind is a super-sensitiveness with regard to truth. 
Every suggestion that is offered in explanation of 
phenomena which are imperfectly understood is 
received with cautious reserve at its birth. This 


characteristic is liable to be mistaken for urcertainty 
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or for prejudice, but in reality it is solely the out- 
ward sign of a just ‘appreciation of the numerous 
sources of fallacy, which so often tend to render the 
most brilliant speculations worthless, when exam- 
ined rigidly and coldly by the ideal standard of 
truth. 

Without ‘long apprenticeship to the labour of in- 
vestigation, the stern interrogation of fact is apt to 
be lightly undertaken, and too much reliance placed 
in those wonderful flashes of inspiration which 
excite admiration in a poet, but are out of place in a 
laboratory. Imperfect education fosters delusion ; 
indeed delusions are most rife with the dangerous 
condition termed a “little knowledge,” when the 
whole is liable to be rashly assumed from the part, 
when a false appearance of truth may be mistaken 
for explanation, when the result of an erroneous 
observation unchecked by scientific training, may be 
hastily considered to amount to demonstration. 
[From editorial article, Lancet, Feb. 2nd.] 


Outbreak of Scarlet Fever. 

The Macclesfield Sanitary Committee and Rural 
Sanitary Authority were for several hours on Tues- 
day engaged in concerting means to deal with a 
virulent outbreak of scarlet fever, which has attacked 
several hundred persons, and is primarily traceable 
to the milk supply, as in the case of the North 
London outbreak in 1885. It was resolved to me- 
morialise the Local Government Board to send down 
an inspector and call in a veterinary surgeon to aid 
the local medical officer in the investigation.— 
Daily Telegraph. 


Mysterious Death of Horses in Lincolnshire. 


A serious outbreak has occurred amongst a valu- 
able team of cart horses belonging to Mr. Tom 
Casswell, a well-known agriculturist and ram 
breeder, of Pointon, Lincolnshire. About a fortnight 
ago one of the animals was suddenly seized with 
what was supposed at the time to be influenza, and 
died shortly after the attack. Within the last week 
four others have also died, and on Saturday several 
more were found to be similarly affected, and their 
deaths were expected. A careful examination of the 
waters and nutriment has been made, but nothing 
has been detected therein to suppose that the horses 
were poisoned. The local veterinary surgeons de- 
scribe the complaint to be typhoid influenza. 


An M.R,.C.V.S. Fined for Granting a False 
Certificate. 

At the Burgh Ceurt, Dumfermline, to day a vet- 
erinary surgeon was charged with having granted a 
certificate in which he described himself as a veteri- 
nary inspector appointed by the Local Authority of 
the burgh of Inverkeithing, for the moving of 19 
cows from Inverkeithing to Dumfermline, certifying 
that the cows had been 56 days in the possession of 


.the owner, “which certificate he well knew to be 


false.” It was further alleged that the certificate 
was produced in the Town-house of Dumfermline, 
with the result that the clerk to the Local Authority 
of Dumfermlino granted a liconse for the movement 


of the cows into Dumfermline. Superintendent 
Forbes said that Morrison had only gone to reside in 


Inverkeithing nine days previous to the granting of 
Defendant pleaded guilty. Bailie ~ 


the certificate. 
Burt, one of the presiding magistrates, said that 
perhaps the accused had fallen a victim to the im- 
portunities of Morrison. Still as Inspector for the 
Burgh of Inverkeithing, he must have had special 
facilities for knowing Morrison’s position, and he 
(the bailie) regarded the offence as a serious one. 
The sentence of the court would be a fine of £6 6s 6, 
including costs, or 10 days’ imprisioned. 


‘Below the Belt.” 

The last number of The Journal prints amongst 
its “Notes and News” a curious blunder made 
by the Allahabad Pioneer. To anyone with a 
knowledge of the question, the error of the Indian 
daily paper would be credited to technical ignor- 
ance and a smile of pity might be elicited. Here is 
the quotation :— 


“Tt is a startling thing to learn on the authority 
of The Veterinary Record that the army lost, by 
Glanders and Farcy last year, no less than 1,445 
horses—equivalent to one-eighth of the whole 
number. If the disease is of such proportions under 
military regulations, what must it Le in private 
stables, and where the animals are not so well 
looked after, and the chances of infection are 
vastly greater. Surely here is scope for tho 
genius of a Pasteur..... The London General 
Omnibus Company own pretty nearly as many 
horses as are kept for army purposes. Their ex- 
perience would be instructive. If the disease is as 
common with this Company’s animals as, according 
to The Veterinary Record, it is in the army, it calls 
for national action. But if, on tbe contrary, there 
is less loss with them, then our military veterinary 
surgeons must have something to learn, or the rules 
and regulations are evidently defective somewhere.” 


A very dubious meaning is given to this by an 
introductory note in the Journal which, either from 
literary incapacity or malice seems to suggest that 
The Record really had written such nonsense. Tho 
error is simply in stating the numbers for Great 
Britain as though they occurred in'the Army. It 
might have been expected that the simple cor- 
rection would have been affixed, but instead we 
have the following :— 


“Tt is amusing sometimes to observe the extent 
to which clever people’s fancies will. carry them. 
In the British Army during 1887 there was not a 
case of Glanders, yet the Allahabad Pioneer has the 
following interesting notice from the pen of its 
London correspondent, under date of November 
16th. The Chinese have a proverb which says that 
‘A lie has no legs, and therefore cannot stand ; but 
that ithas wings and can fly.’ It is a good flight 
from London to Bengal.” 


This is ungenerous. We have twice referred 
to the fact that the British Army was absolutely 
freo from Glanders, and we expressed an honest 
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feeling of admiration at the success attained by 
the Principal Veterinary Surgeon and his subordi- 
nates.—(See Veterinary Record No. 9, p. 97; also 
No. 3, pp. 27-8; and No, 25, p. 292.) 


Pleuro-Pneumonia in Cumberland. 


Another outbreak of pleuro-pneumonia has oc- 
curred in Cumberland, on the farm of Mr. Forster, 
Brownwrigg, Caldbeck. A cow died of the disease 
on Friday night. There are 11 other cattle on the 
premises. An infected circle has been declared. 
This makes the fifth outbreak in the county, and 
it is supposed to have some association with the 
outbreak at Westward Parks. 

At a meeting of the Cumberland Local Authority, 
on Saturday, the recent outbreaks at Cardew Hall 
and The Guards was considered. At Cardew Hall 
126 cattle, which include valuable milch cows and 
two fine bulls, have all been more or less in contact 
with the diseased animals, numbering eight, which 
have been already slaughtered. The Authority 
found that there was no alternative but to slaugh- 
ter the whole of these animals with as little delay 
as possible. Only 21 cattle will then be left upon 
the farm, these having been together in a field a 
quarter of a mile from the farm premises. The 
diseased heifer at The Guards was stated to have 
been one of twelve bought from an Irish dealer 
named Connon, on Carlisle Sands in December, and 
the opinion of the veterinary inspector, Mr. Bell, is 
that the animal was diseased at that time. The 
animal had mixed, more or less, with all the cattle 
upon the farm, numbering 109 head. The herd is 
a valuable one, but the Authority could come to no 
other determination than to order the immediate 
slaughter of the whole of them, according to the 
Act. Mr. Connon sold Irish cattle on the same 
day to Mr. Heskett of Plumpton, to Mr. Flan- 
naghan of Hexham, to Mr, Joseph Grey of Gos- 
forth, Northumberland ; and others were disposed 
of the same week at Newcastle and York. The 
Chief-Constable, Mr. Dunne, sent telegrams to 
these towns in order to have these animals traced 
and examined. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


“SOUND OR UNSOUND.” 


Sir, 

Judging by the communication from ‘‘ Worcestershire” 
in yours of the 2nd inst. in my opinion some members of 
the Veterinary Profession must be ‘very unsound” (if not 
in wind and limb certainly in principle) which may be of 
a contagious nature and I think it advisable we should 
have the name of the ‘‘ Screw” before us in order that ws 
may guard against infection. I note a great difference 
between 15/- and 5/6 per horse, and am anxious for more 
information on the case which appears at first sight to be 
one for the authorities at Red Lion Square to deal with. 

WaRWICKSHIRE.,’ 


Dear Sir, 

Lenclose you a copy of a communication which I sent 
you on the subject—‘‘ Roaring,” and which you kindly 
purported to give space to in your issue of the 2nd inst. 

On comparing the former with the latter there is a 
material difference in the phraseology, and punctuation— 
as well as three paragraphs being left out—Consequently I 
will regard it as a further favour if you, either give my 
communication, as it is written, a space in your next num- 
_ or draw attention to the alterations which have been 
made. 

Your weekly Journal is, I consider, a great boon (a want 
supplied) to the Veterinary Profession ; and it should only 
require to be known by all of them to secure their hearty 
co-operation in advancing it.—Jas. McKenny, M.R.C.V.S. 

[We regret that our esteemed correspondent is dissatisfied 
with our emendations, but we fail to see that we have 
materially altered the sense or completeness of his argu- 
ments.—Ep.] 


Late Advertisement 


TO VETERINARY SURGEONS. 


Wan TED an experienced V.S. to take the entire 
management of a practice for a few months 
during absence of principal. Junior assistant kept. 
Must be perfectly steady. Address, W. H., c/o 
Messrs. Brown, 20 Fulham Road, London, 8.W. 


Terms of Subscription. 


For Great Britain and Countries in the Postal Union, 
including Canada and U.S.A. 


Twelve months, £015 0 
Six ” ee ee oe 0 7 6 
Three ” ee ee ee 0 3 9 


Extra Postage perannum: South Africa, West Indies, 
Australia and New Zealand 2/2; India 4/4. 


Will Subscribers please notify the Publishers in case 
of not receiving ‘‘ The Record.” Notice of inaccuracies in, 
or change of address should also be sent to the Publishers, 
Messrs H. & W. Brown, 20 Fulham Road, London, §.W. 


Terms for Advertisements. 
Business ANNOUNCEMENTS— 


Whole page £2 0 0O| Back page £3 0 0 
Ha 1 5 O| Half ,, 115 0 
Quarter ,, 015 0O| Front Half page 2 0 0 


Professional Requirements 


Five lines or under 2/6 (exclusive of heading) each line 
additional, 6d.—an average of eight words in a line. 

For two insertions 4/-; for three 5/-; if more than five 
lines 6d. per insertion extra. 


Remittance must accompany the order, and if replies are to be 
address c/o Publishers, should include a few stamps to 


cover forwarding. 


All communications respecting spaces for ADVERTISEMENTS to be addressed to 


MESSRS. TINCKLER & MeNAUGHT, 


.57 Charing Cross, London, S.W. 


All communications to ensure insertion the same week should be delivered at the office not later than Wednesday morning 
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